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PETITION TO DENY

Metrocall, Inc. eMetrocall"), through its attorneys, and pursuant to Sections 214(cy and

309(d) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended by the Telecommunications Act of

1996,247 U.S.c. §§ 214(c) & 309(d), hereby respectfully requests that the Commission deny the

above-referenced application of SBC Communications, Inc. ("SBC") for transfer of control of

Southern New England Telecommunications Corporation ("SNET") until such time as SBC

agrees to cease and desist from its on-going FCC Rule violations.3 In support hereof, the

, Section 214 ofthe Act provides that before a carrier may acquire any lines, the FCC
must issue "a certificate that the present or future public convenience and necessity require" the
acquisition. 47 U.S.C. § 214(a). The FCC "may attach to the issuance ofthe certificate such
terms and conditions as . . . the public convenience and necessity may require." 47 U. S.C. §
214(c).

2Telecommunications Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-104, 110 Stat. 56 (1996) (sometimes
referred to herein as the "Act" or "Telecom Act").

3Pursuant to Public Notice, DA 98-381, released February 27, 1998, Petitions/Comments
on the SBC/SNET Application are due on March 30, 1998. Therefore, this Petition to Deny is
timely filed.
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following is respectfully shown: 4

I. Statement of Interest.

Metrocall provides nationwide and wide-area paging services to over 4 million

subscribers from various locations throughout the United States. Through recent acquisitions

and construction of its own facilities, Metrocall has become the second largest paging carrier in

the country and is dedicated to meeting the growing public demand for rapid, efficient, and

reasonably-priced one-way signalling services.

Metrocall as a paging carrier depends upon, and is a current customer of, local exchange

carriers ("LEe' or "LECs") such as SBC and SNET, which provide Metrocall interconnection

with the public telecommunications network. However, SBC has chosen to violate the Act and

the FCC's Rules by charging illegal transport and termination charges. Moreover, SBC has

threatened to "terminate" Metrocall's interconnection services and "take any and all appropriate

actions" against Metrocall unless Metrocall agrees to pay these unlawful access charges.5 See

Exhibit One attached hereto.

Metrocall provides paging services throughout New England, in areas currently served by

SNET. Moreover, SBC will acquire SNET's cellular licenses in this territory; the Commission

has found that cellular and paging carriers can and do compete with one another.6 SBC's

4The allegations contained herein are based on facts that have previously been certified to
the FCC in other FCC proceedings. Hence, this Petition to Deny does not require any supporting
affidavit. See 47 U.S.C. § 309(d).

5Letter from Keith E. Davis, attorney Southwestern Bell Telephone, to Frederick M.
Joyce (Mar. 11, 1998).

61n the Matter ofImplementation of Sections 3(n) and 332 of the Communications Act,
GN Docket No. 93-252, 9 F.C.C.R. 1411, 74 Rad. Reg. 2d (P&F) 835 (1994); Second Annual
Report: Competition in the Commercial Mobile Radio Services, FCC 97-75, 12 F.C.C.R. 11267
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discriminatory and unjust treatment of paging carriers will thus not only affect Metrocall's

interconnection rights in the subject territory, but may also place Metrocall at a competitive

disadvantage vis. the commercial mobile radio service ("CMRS") operations to be acquired by

SBC.7 Accordingly, Metrocall has standing and the Commission may grant this Petition. 8

II. Standards for Review of this Proposed MerKer.

According to Sections 214(a) and 310(d) of the Act, before the Commission can approve

the transfers of licenses and other authorizations underlying a merger, the Commission must

determine that the merger is in "the public interest, convenience and necessity. ,,9 SBC and

SNET bear the burden of demonstrating that the proposed transaction is in the public interest.

"The public interest standard is a broad, flexible standard, encompassing the broad aims of the

Communications Act. These 'broad aims' include, among other things, the implementation of

Congress' 'pro-competitive, de-regulatory national policy framework' for telecommunications. ,,10

SBC and SNET's burden is to demonstrate that the merger will be pro-competitive, i. e.,

that the harms to competition, such as the enhanced market power that SBC will acquire, are

(1997).

7To allow the merger of SBC and SNET to proceed without imposing the condition that
SBC stop assessing illegal transport and termination charges against Metrocall, and other one­
way CMRS providers, would encourage SBC to continue to violate the Act and the
Commission's Rules and Orders, to the detriment of millions of paging customers.

8Time Warner Entertainment Co., 10 F.C.C.R. 9300, 9302 (1995).

9Applications ofNYNEX Corporation. Transferor. and Bell Atlantic Corporation,
Transferee, 9 Comm. Reg. (P&F) 187, ~ 2 (1997) ("BAlNYNEX Order").

10Id. (citing FCC v. RCA Communications, Inc., 346 U.S. 86, 93-95 (1953)).

WI
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outweighed by the benefits that will enhance competition. 11 This merger request in no way

conforms to that statutory standard. SBC has openly and willfully violated the Commission's

Rules and the Act, and has engaged in anticompetitive behavior.

ill. SBC is in Violation of the Act and the Commission's Rules and Orders.

On August 8, 1996, the FCC released its Interconnection Order.12 In pertinent part, the

Interconnection Order promulgated rules for the implementation of the interconnection sections

of the Act to achieve the goal of "ensuring [LEC-CMRS] interconnection on terms and

conditions that are just, reasonable and fair. liB The Commission determined, pursuant to Section

251(b)(5) of the Act, inter alia, that LECs may not charge CMRS providers, or other

telecommunications carriers, for terminating local LEC-originated traffic. 14 That provision was

codified in Section 51.703 of the Commission's Rules, 47 C.F.R. § 51.703. The Commission

has defined such "local traffic" as traffic between an incumbent LEC and a CMRS network that

originates and terminates within the same Major Trading Area. 15

Soon after the Interconnection Order became effective, the United States Court of

Appeals for the Eighth Circuit temporarily stayed certain rules implemented by the

11Id. ~ 2.

12Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions in the Telecommunications Act,
First Re.port and Order, 11 F.C.C.R. 15499, CC Docket Nos. 95-128 & 96-98 (1996)
("Interconnection Order").

13Id. ~ 1023.

14Id. ~ 1042.

15Id. ~ 1043; codified as 47 C.F.R. § 51.701(b)(2).
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Interconnection Order. 16 On November 1, 1996, the Eighth Circuit exempted most of the rules

governing LEC-CMRS interconnection from the stay order. 17 The lifting of the "erroneous stay"

respecting the pertinent LEC-CMRS interconnection rules caused the effective date of those

rules to revert back to September 30, 1996, the original effective date of the Interconnection

Order. 18 On July 18, 1997, the Eighth Circuit issued its final decision concerning the appealed

provisions of the Interconnection Order. In pertinent part, the Court held that the FCC has

authority to promulgate rules regarding LEC-CMRS interconnection. 19

Metrocall, in November of 1996, began written contacts with SBC and its recently

acquired affiliate Pacific Bell to request that they cease charging Metrocall for local transport,

direct inward dialing ("DID") numbers, and the facilities used for local transport. Metrocall

recently consummated an FCC-approved merger with ProNet Communications, Inc. ("ProNet"),

another paging company (i.e. CMRS provider), which also relies on SBC for interconnection in

Missouri, Arkansas, Texas, Oklahoma, California and Nevada, its respective service areas.

On December 30, 1997, the Common Carrier Bureau issued a letter on this same subject

concluding that LECs cannot charge paging service providers for the cost ofLEC transmission

facilities that are used on a dedicated basis to deliver to paging service providers local

16Iowa Utilities Bd. v. FCC, No. 96-3321 (8th Cir. 1996).

17SeeOrderLifting Stay in Part, No. 96-3321 (8thCir. Nov. 1, 1996).

18Federal precedent holds that where a court grants preliminary relief suspending the
effect of an administrative order, which relief later proves to be unwarranted, the party injured
by the stay "is entitled ... to be restored by his adversary to that which he has lost thereby."
Middlewest Motor Freight Bureau v. United States, 433 F.2d 212, 226 (8th Cir. 1970), cert.
denied, 402 U.S. 999 (1971). In such cases, the agency's order is "at all times binding ... until
[petitioners] successfully conclude a suit proving its invalidity ...." Id. at 242.

19.Iowa Utilities Bd., 120 F.3d 800 n.21.
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telecommunications traffic that originates on the LEC's network. 20

In spite of this decision, SBC is continuing to assess on Metrocall illegal transport and

termination charges, in violation ofthe Act, and the Commission's Rules and Orders. Indeed on

January 30, 1998, SBC asked the Commission to issue a stay order for its LEC/CMRS rules,

essentially conceding that it is violating these FCC Rules merely because it disagrees with the

Bureau's interpretation ofthem.21

On January 20, 1998, Metrocall filed a formal complaint against SBC (as well as other

LECs, but not including SNET) with the Common Carrier Bureau's Enforcement Division to

stop SBC and other LECs from assessing illegal transport and termination charges, in violation

ofthe Act and the Commission's Rules and Orders, and to recover damages for past unlawful

charges.22 In SBC's joint answer to Metrocall's complaint, SBC merely restated its belief that the

Bureau Letter is mistaken, and that it therefore has no intention of complying with the Bureau's

ruling or the FCC's Interconnection Rules. 23

2~etter from A. Richard Metzger, Jr., Chief, Common Carrier Bureau, to Keith Davis,
Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Judith St. Ledger-Roty, Cathleen A. Massey, and Mark Stachiw (Dec.
30, 1997) DA 97-272 ("Bureau Letter").

21SBC Petition for Stay Pending Commission Review, CCB/CPD Docket No. 97-24,
(filed Jan. 30, 1998). See also Reply Comments of Southwestern Bell Telephone Company,
Pacific Bell, Nevada Bell, and GTE on Petition for Stay Pending Commission Review (filed Feb.
17,1998).

22In the Matter ofMetrocall v. BellSouth Communications. et. al, File No. E-98-14 et al.,
(filed Jan. 20, 1998).

23Answer ofBellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., Pacific Bell, Southwestern Bell
Telephone Company, and US West Communications, Inc at 2. See also, Motion ofBellSouth
Telecommunications, Inc., Pacific Bell, Southwestern Bell Telephone Company, and US West
Communications, Inc. To Hold Complaint in Abeyance, (filed Mar. 18, 1998), where the LECs
state "[n]othing in the language ofthe rule or in the Local Competition Order, prohibits
Defendants from imposing charges for dedicated facilities. Metrocall, however, relies on the
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IV. The FCC Should Impose Strict Conditions On the Mefler.

Section 31O(d) of the Act provides that no transfer of control of a license may be granted

except "upon finding by the Commission that the public interest, convenience and necessity will

be served thereby. ,,24 The effects of a proposed transaction on competition is a factor that the

Commission may consider in determining whether a particular transaction will serve the public

interest.25 Similarly, conduct by a prospective transferee that shows a propensity to disobey the

Commission's Rules and orders is a factor in determining whether a transfer authorization should

be granted.26 SBC's blatant disregard of the Interconnection Order, and the FCC's

procompetitive policies embodied therein, should be proof enough for the Commission that SBC

will continue to use its monopoly power in the territory to be acquired in a manner that will stifle

competition and to flout the Act and the FCC's Rules.

As courts have previously recognized, in evaluating whether applicants have

demonstrated that a merger is in the public interest, the Commission must consider the merger in

light of "the trends and needs of the industry" as a whole, the factors that "influenced Congress

to make specific provision for the particular industry, 11 and the complexity and rapidity of change

interpretation of section 51.703(b) adopted by the Common Carrier Bureau in the Metzger
Letter. Despite the plain language of the rule, the Bureau decided that section 51.703(b)
prohibits not only charges for traffic, but also charges for dedicated facilities used to deliver that
traffic to the paging carrier's network. "

2447 U.S.C. § 310(d).

25BAlNYNEX Order ~ 7.

26Cf "Policy Regarding Character Qualifications in Broadcast Licensing,11 102 FCC2d
1179, 1183 n. 11 (1986), recon. granted in part. denied in part. 1 F.C.C.R. 421 (1986) (citations
omitted); applied to common carrier licensees in In the Matter ofTeleSTAR Inc., 3 F.C.C.R.
2860 (1988).
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in the industry.27 Consistent with the Act's emphasis on fair competition and deregulation, it is

incumbent upon applicants to prove that, on balance, a merger will enhance and promote, rather

than eliminate or retard, competition. 28 The competition and deregulation Congress sought to

foster extends not just to traditional local telephone service, but to related interstate access

services such as those provided by CMRS carriers?9

If the Commission approves the merger between SNET and SBC, SBC will continue to

impose illegal transport and termination charges on paging carriers, in existing and new service

territories, in violation of the Act and the Commission's Rules and Orders. A similar concern

was raised by the Association ofDirectory Publishers in its Petition to Deny SBC's merger with

Pacific Telesis Group. In that case, the Commission expressed concern about the

anticompetitive behavior exhibited by SBC; nevertheless, the Commission concluded that there

was no evidence that the behavior in question was ongoing or had been implemented throughout

SBC's territory.3°

The facts are far more troubling with respect to SBC's CMRS interconnection practices.

27BAlNYNEX Order, citing FCC v. RCA Communications. Inc., 346 U.S. 93-95, 98.

28Id.

29Id.

30The behavior in question involved the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth
Circuit finding that SBC violated Section 2 of the Sherman Act which forbids monopolization
and attempted monopolization. Great Western Directories. Inc. v. Southwestern Bell Corp.,
1993 WL 463146 (N.D. Tex.), 1993 WL 755366 (N.D.Tex.)(Amended Final Judgement),
affirmed in part and reversed in part, 63 F.2d 1378 (5th Cif. 1995), petition for rehearing en bane
granted in part and denied in part, 74 F.3d 613 (5th Cir. 1996), vacated pursuant to settlement,
cert. denied, 135 L. Ed. 2d 1120 (1996), cited in In re Applications ofPacific Telesis Group.
Transferor. and SBC Communications. Inc., Transferee, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 6
Comm. Reg. (P&F) 137 (1997).
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In this case, SBC's unlawful imposition of transport and termination charges against paging

carriers is widespread and continuing, despite a ruling from the Common Carrier Bureau, in

response to SBC's request for clarification, specifically declaring that SBC's conduct violates the

FCC's Rules?l

In its comments in response to an FCC Public Notice regarding the rules for

interconnection between LECs and paging carriers,32 SBC stated that it would continue to charge

paging carriers for facilities as long as the Eighth Circuit's stay ofRule 51.709(b) was in effect. 33

That stay was lifted in November, 1996 with respect to the CMRS rules. 34 On July 18, 1997, the

Eighth Circuit upheld Section 51.709(b).35 Nonetheless, SBC continues to assess illegal

interconnection charges on Metrocall, including "transport termination capability" and "special

transport" fees, in all of its territories. See SBC's recent invoices, attached hereto as Exhibit

Three.

In response to Metrocall's formal complaint, SBC and other BOCs jointly raised the

31Indeed SBC has already demonstrated that it will impose interconnection charges in
territories it acquires through merger agreements; SBC has imposed, and continues to impose,
interconnection charges on Metrocall throughout Pacific Bell's previous territories. See Pacific
Bell's recent invoices and Metrocall's chart of interconnection charges attached hereto as Exhibit
Two.

32Comments of Southwestem Bell Telephone CompanY. Pacific Bell. and Nevada Bell in
response to In re ReQuests for Clarification ofthe Commission's Rules, CCB/CPD 97-94 at 8
(June 13, 1997)("Comments").

33Section 51.709(b) states that "[t]he rate of a carrier providing transmission facilities
dedicated to the transmission oftraffic between two carriers' networks shall recover only the
costs of the proportion of that trunk capacity used by an interconnection carrier to send traffic
that will terminate on the providing carrier's network." 47 C.F.R. § 51.709.

34See Supra note 18 and accompanying text.

3SIowa Utilities Bd. v. FCC, No. 96-3321, 800 (8th Cir. 1996).
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"affirmative defense" that they refused to honor the FCC's Rules because they believe that the

Common Carrier Bureau's interpretation of the interconnection rules is in error.36 In other words,

alone among all carriers and licensees regulated by the FCC, SBC and the BOCs believe they are

entitled to break any laws with which they disagree. A grant of this merger request will

undoubtedly convey the message that lawbreakers will be treated by the FCC the same as law

abiding carriers.

SBC's conduct, its open admissions to the FCC that it is a lawbreaker, its continual

assessment of local transport and termination charges on Metrocall throughout its territories, and

its cavalier justification for those acts (i.e., that it disagrees with the Common Carrier Bureau's

ruling) are irrefutable facts. These facts prove that SBC has every intention of charging

Metrocall and other paging carriers illegal transport and termination charges in whatever

territories it controls, including SNET's territories, if the Commission approves this merger.

The Commission has previously imposed conditions on mergers under the public interest

standard and should do so here. 37 In previous cases, these conditions were imposed by the

Commission to ensure that the merging entitie's: 1) were in compliance with the Act, or, 2) did

not harm competition in the relevant markets. For instance, in the BAlNynex Order, the

Commission imposed conditions on the merger which ensured the parties' adherence to the

Commission's interconnection, collocation and unbundled network elements rules.38 It should

36Answer ofBellSouth Telecommunications, Inc., Pacific Bell, Southwestern Bell
Telephone Company, and US West Communications, Inc., at 2.

37BAlNYNEX Order at Section IV; Merger ofMCI Telecommunications Corp. and
British Telecommunications, Memorandum Opinion and Order, Docket No. 96-245, ~ 178
(1997).

38BAlNYNEX Order ~ 216.
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also be noted that Bell Atlantic and NYNEX, unlike SBC, have voluntarily complied with the

LEC-CMRS provisions of the Interconnection Order since the effective date of those rules. If the

Commission found it appropriate to place conditions upon the merger of two LECs who have

honored the FCC's Interconnection Rules and policies, a proposed merger involving non­

complying LECs presents an even more compelling case for imposing conditions.

The Telecom Act and the Commission's Rules thereunder were created to foster

competition and protect the public interest.39 Indeed, the Telecom Act reflects Congress'

judgment that a competitive telecommunications environment serves the public interest better

than the "old" regime of monopoly LECs controlling the bottleneck network facilities on which

all carriers and their customers rely. Therefore, if one party to this proposed merger, such as

SBC, is in violation of the Act and the Commission's Rules, it would certainly be in the public's

interest for the Commission to impose conditions on that merger to guard and promote these pro­

competition mandates. The Commission should condition its approval of this merger on SBC's

compliance with the Interconnection Order and the FCC's Interconnection Rules.

39See HR. Rep. 104-458, 94th Congr., 2d Sess. 209 (1996); see also BAlNYNEX Order ~ 4.
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CONCLUSION

WHEREFORE, the foregoing premises considered, Metrocall respectfully requests that

the Commission deny the above-referenced application or, in the alternative, condition a grant of

the above-referenced application on SBC's compliance with the Interconnection Order, the rules

promulgated therein, and the Common Carrier Bureau's interpretation thereof.

Its Attorneys

JOYCE & JACOBS, Attorneys at Law, L.L.P.
1019 19th Street, N.W.
14th Floor (PH#2)
Washington, D.C. 20036
(202) 457-0100

March 30, 1998



Kiliit E. Olvls
AlIorney

One Bell Plaza
Room 2900
P.O. Box 655521
Dallas, T8lllIS 15265-5521

Pr10ne 214464-8583
Fax 214 464·1138

EXHIBIT ONE

@Southwestern Bell Telephone

March 11. 1998

Via Airborne
Mr. Frederick M. Joyce
Joyce & Jat.:obs
Fourteenth Floor
1019 19th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Re: Metrocall Local Interconnection

Dear Mr. Joyce:

I am writing in response to your letter to Ms. Christine Jines dated March 3,
1998, stating your client's intention, unilaterally, to cease paying for facilities ordered
by your client pursuant to tariff from Southwestern Bell Telephone Company and
pursuant to contracts from Pacific Bell.

As you know from your active participation in Docket No. 97-24, we strongly
disagree that either the FCC's local transport rules or the Bureau's December 30, 1997,
letter provides any justification for Metrocall' s refusal to pay for facilities that it has
ordered. Your client's refusal to pay amounts due and owing under these existing tariffs
and contracts is unlawful and Southwestern Bell Telephone Company and Pacific Bell
reserve the right to take any and all appropriate action in response.

You may rest assured, however, that, pursuant to standard procedures, Metrocall
will be notified well in advance of any decision to terminate any facilities or services
provided to it.

Very truly yours,

cc: Robert W. Spangler, Chief/FCC Enforcement Division
Debra S. Sabourin, Staff Atty/FCC Enforcement Division
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Direct-In-Dial Numbers- ,4 t 05-05-97
Additional Block of 100 .Nos,
L 9100
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

874910G-8749199
No Collect-3rd Number Billing

Direct~ln-Oial Numbers- .41 05-05-97
Additional Block of 100 Nos.
M 9200..-. , '.' CeiJular Carrier 'rrUnk Number"" .- ...

" ,

S749200-8j49~99 ','
No Collect-3rd Number Billing

Direct-In-Dial Numbers- ,41 05-05-97
Additional Block of 100 Nos.
N 9300
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

8749300-8749389
No Collect-3rd Number Blllng

Direct-In-Oial Numbers- ,41 05-05-97
Additional Block of 100 Nos.
0 9400
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

874940G-8749499
No Collect-Jrd Number Billing

Direct-In-Dial Numbers- .41 05-05-97
Additional Block of 100 Nos.
P 9500
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

874950G-8749599
No Collect-3rd Number Billing

Direct-In-Dial Numbers- .41 05-05-97
Additional Block of 100 Nos,
a 9600
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

8749600-8749699
No Collect-3rd Number Billing

(continues)

eo1

E • Tax I!xempc

Page

• sH5 KR71 2A 6195149000 109 7524OC035

3



EXHIBIT TWO
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ACCOUNT **1 t. _ ,."
.... QAlI ." ,..,

PACIFIC BELL PRODUCTS AND SERVICES

SYSTeM SEAV1CES (continued)

-..
--

(

2

3

4

5
8
7
1

Direct-In-Dial Numbers­
Additional Block ot 100 Nos.
R 9700
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

8749700-8749799
No Collect-3rd Number BOling

Direct-In-DiM Num.,.
Additional BIocIc of 100 Nos..
S 9800
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

874110O-8749899
No CoIIect·3rd Number Billing

Direct·/n-Dlal Numbers­
Additional Block of 100 Nos.
T 9900
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

8749800-8749999
No Collect-3rd Number Billing

Paging Service Connection
Arrangement 1st 100 Numbers
A 5141000
Cellular Carrier Trunk Number

5141OC1O-S149099
No Colfect-3rd Number Billing

Type 1 OlD Ckt Term
Type 1 010 Ckt Term
Type 1 etD Ckt Term
Type 1 DID Ckt Term

.41

.41

.41

.41

18.31
11.31
11.31
11.31

05-05-97

05-05-97

05-05-97

05-05-97

Q5.06.97
05-05-87
QS.05.17
05-05-87

("

9

10

E • Tax Exempt

IttDMDUAl L1NE,S)

In 514 IDOD

RTU Type 1 Direct-In-Oial 16 . 49
Trunk

ES
Network Channel Code

SB-V
Network Channel Interface

040S9.15
No Colleet-3rd Number BOling
ConnP,ding Facility Anignment

163 T1 01 SNDGCACNW02 SNDGCA03
Reference

A TERM SNDGCA03 SERV SNDGCA03DS 1

(continues)

Page

05-05-97

05-05-97
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(
CUSTOMER SERVICE RECORe

.PA(I..FICElBELL.
A Pacific Telesis Company

EXHIBIT TWO
Page 5 of 15

ACCOUNT NUMBER .,. 1'4 1000 '01 S •
BILL DA~ OCTOBER" ,.,

BILL NAME PRONEr MEDICAL COMM
ATTN JANE M WISE

MAILING 6340 L8J FREEWAY
ADDRESS DALLAS TX 75240 -1402

PACIFIC BELL PRODUCTS AND SERVICES

INDIVIDUAL L1NElSI (continued)

.11 514 1000

2

3

4

5

Reference
B DTMF WINK START 7 DIGIT OUTPULSING

Reference
C ~ST S 514-91989290 9296 9298

.11 514 1001

RTU Type 1 Direct-In-Dial
Trunk

ES
Network Channel Code

SB-Y
Network Channel Interface

04DS9.15
No Collec:t-3rd Number Billing
Connecting Facility Assignment

163 T1 02 SNDGCACNW02 SNDGCA03

I,. 514 11002

RTU Type 1 Dlrec:t-ln-Dlal
Trunk

ES
Network Channel Code

SB-Y
Network Channel Interface

04DS'.15
No Collec:t-3rd Number BIIHng
Connecting Facility Assignment

163 T1 03 SNDGCACNW02 SNOGCA03

111 514 11003

RTU Type 1 Olrect-In-Dlal
Trunk

ES
Network Channel Code

SB-Y
Network Channel Interface

040S9.15
No Collect-3rd Number Billing

16.49

18.49

16.49

05-05-97

05-05-97

05-05-97

05-05-97

05-05-97

E • T.. Exempt

(continues)

802

Page

4 SItS KR11 2A 6195149000 109 7524OC03S

5
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,- EXHIBIT TWO
Page 6 of 15

ACCOUNT NUMIM .,. 114.. ,•••
... OATI 0010_ ... ,.

• .......

(

PACIFIC BELL PRODUCTS AND SERVICES

INOMOUAL llNECSI (continued)

I,. S14 1003

Connac:ttllt Facility Assignment
163 T1 04 SNOGCACNW02 SNOGCAQ3

6

{



EXHIBIT TWO
Page 7 of 15 --

~ . ~...""k.*··'Mh'f....~,',\.'.......-..100.........>4.. '.. , "-,','i"" n"

, . rs-.--
··.··.~7G7:·

. -:-".-';- - . J .. ' . .

'METROCALL OF DELAWARE
INC ATTN ACCTS PV8LE
PO BOX 66!1O
,ALEXANDRIA VA
'22306-0650

. ,

-r-,._.~~ . __:.
'. ,

s......... D...
Mav ' ..'. 1897.' ,

: -ITU T~ ~"'oi~-I~.Di.i S~',
Aocou.' N1IMMr . ' .
209 835-5000 999 N 2159

. ...... .
, .

'.

Amount of leat bill 298,12

." "0 "0"

.~. ", : .
. .

..... 0'

00 VOU need help setting up your home 'office? 00 ·you telecorrvnute
and want to make bett,r us•. of your, phof,'Nl service? Call Work at .
H.~. Resources at, ~:-800-7od-l100 f!" ~ 'fre•.~~tation,. ., ,

.:'.' .' ?:' .~~i -;.~." .•,••.: . -o._.: ..•~, :. . ,."
o : ••

ue

. '

, '.- "' ... : ' ..

Work
At Home?

Current
Charges

·:tau' . '.

; Previous
Charges

r-----/

.. \.', '

1
i
t
l
~
~
t
i
~



4i tI'
, .

'., .

'.. "

.:,.... '. \ .

"

... . ' .

•• .: 0 ••• .' '\ •••• ' •••.....
o • ~ 0 ' •

e. • eo'";. ..... ". ...

.....

(

'I'ONET MEDICAl COMM.::. '
ATTN JANE M WISE : : ..
8340 lllJ FREEWAY
OAL'lAS TX

. 75240.8402

, ..; ,... .
"

..

. "S;'_.~t .~ti. .
109 S. S, 64 .':.'No~ 4, '1••'

(

EXHIBIT TWO
Page 8 of 15

. 819. ~·1.4·9000

...... -

147~43 .
'. ' 1~7.43

. ~47.06
14?S4CA
..:....
~.52· ..

. .. :. .. ~ .... ".,' ; . .' ..........
. 3": :·Current· . Pacific 8.11.... . Pag" '

" Charges Curr.nt Charge. due by Dec 1, 1997 '

Previous Amount of la~biH: . .
Charges '" Pavment@. "fhai'lk 'tou, 10"5

..... '., .• ' .. ;:' .U!'P.aid~ala'.e.',Ptea•• p.av.~w. (pln.e '~uct if p.aldt. .
. • •• ' '. :.~ .. T•• ' .....'. : .,'"..... .:. '..: .;........: '. • ':'.. • '; ., I • • ; ....: • : '. ~ ••

, t·

.. '
, .

, ' ". .', " ~. ~

'.
"

Total Due :::,',,::,,::}} :"::,::::,, ::',., ,:::\;:::):::', "::\/:.",, ,:.::::.:,:::' ;.:.:::,::. ,:::::: ... :::)\\·:,:;;,..:.://?::,;,;.:,)"::{f(:{\::{?:::;j;;@:{;/\\Utt~~~~,:
LATE CHARGE REMINDER. A late charge may apply on Dec 9 if your payment has not
been received. (See Reverse)

" ,OlreCto.ry, '.'~d :Newsl 'Oirectory AsslstaN? is a. sasy. as dialng 41 1..1f
. AssIatance your are. code is ·829 or 7flO. now you only hav's to dial· 411 to
'411'· '" ...... ,,'.ch "cIlreCtcwyassistance in eithw a.'ea code: 'You no longer.',

<::. , "' .. :; ::..'.,. ':':, ,,~d '·to' dlllO~e. al'~a ';code' +' 1~::12.12. ';,fo.r ..an. ad~ltkK1a1 '." •
....: ::-:': " :'.. ;'. :.': .~: ...• ," .. " .35 ~ents, .we"w\tr al,o,' conn.ct ,yoa ,q _,our request~ :~b.r, " .. '

.. • • • : '.J> ••• ~:.. • • ~ •••• ." • ..... ... • •• • '. ~ '~., ...' A'

.' . '~•.. , :.'.:"~ •...~~".'"".' , .. ...: :. .. . ..

Whom to
C'all '

: ...

0•••

"., .,
.. "

, .
. ...:'

Find' out •. increase sales with. toll·frtre aoo/88S' service
hQYoi· EASY 8 ". Attract new, business and 'enhance customec service

.' . can hilp • Eliminate 'collect ca"s and r.educe cost to check voice mail
, • f' . • • "you:" ",.. ' .. ';... ~:' . .' . :. '. '..,.. . . ." . .. .

.. ' ~';""" .....~ .~"'...' ',. :'. '~'" . ':',:' ;':'. O'rd"r EA~··a ~A6 *tan'"s.ying.·'IIo'ith' ~r.:S.,O. ·sier. ml"ute fl,i- rat...· . :.<'..:. ,
.. , ; " ..' . ',: . ':. . '. ·.seniice.'.. Ca"··1.800~886-7800:·.;., '. :'. ", '.'''.''., ": _', -: ,' ... ,;: .:. ...i:'-

• • \ ••• '. :"0" • 0 ••- ... .... .., •• • -. ..' .... .
Rates. ter~ & conditions SUbject to ~hange without:~:MI4il" ::--::=-::-:=-:::-=:==-;::,-'--'

© § 0\'£1~ !(\:
*11 '818f rlllll.,__- I~1

.......
~-::" .. .... ... .

- . . .... • • . . • . . . . • • . DETACH ..... ifErURN' THIS ;ainoN'Wri1i ;.4YMENT . • • • . . . • • - . • . . . .

-
iiiiiiii­=-

Statement Date Nov 4. 1997
Payment Due Dec 1. 1997

Enter Amount Paid > > >
Make Check Payable to Pacific Bell.

Account Numbe, 619 514 9000 109 164 S 6
Total Due $446.95

sDDD.DD

0000029952 348 82057

75240-6402

33&.5.'11.27201 , AS 0.261 .VN~L

11...1.1.1...1.1.111111'111111111111111111.1.1.1 ...111111.11••1
PRONET MEDICAL COMM
ATTN JANE M WISE
6340 lBJ FREEWAY
DAllAS TX

1I •••11I111I1 ••1..1I.1I11 ..1•• 11 •• 1.1
PACIFIC BELL
PAYMENT CENTER
VAN NUYS CA 91388-0001

101 5149000 109 &19 1&4

0000044695
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Nov 4. '''7;
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EXHIBIT TWO
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, ......

, Summary of Curr.ent Charges.
Thia .ummary I. for informational purpO... only.

, ,... .•P.ci&a· a.lI· . •

.. ' .~·~2~~~~~~.~:~~-.-.,-..-._._..~.~~,~,~~i~~~:~;;_~:~~~~_:.~;-.~~;_C~._._.~:._._M~:~~:~~!~~_ ..~r_,_,·~;-·.-·.-,~-~,~~1~~~i~~~~.
. . 'T-otal 'aclfJo ..11 Cwi'el\t CM;g.. " ".: .' 2" • , • '14".43. '.'

""0 '," . "..
• 0 '. '. • " ••0. • .. ~:. '. ".

• ..' 0' •••• ' • • ' ••" .:": ••••••• ' • • .' •• " ':..
• ". -. °

0
" •• :: ••••• 0••• ' -'of' .' o..."

:.. ' :. I' '. .... " .Ot,. .. • '. °
0

•.. '

.~... :"..
.' :.

'.
0- "." .... .."

.. ..... '. . /

. .... .'

.0•.

. ': .

".

I .. ' •

' .
'.

: .
"

"

J 1011 ecs1 1A 1111141000 101 712401402 C03S RTEN tzlO
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........, .
,. "

.' .
. ,

., .• L_·· ' ....__.-"........~._

. .
, ,,",

.. .: .., !
~' ... " "": :"...... ...

HoY 4, 'M,
Call Opetatot

.' ,

" ' ..
~ ... -,

" '
: ."

' .: .' ,"... ":.' " ,

," '. " ,

'.

.,L.

'·3

Pacific 8ell MOfttNy Charges
•......, ......... Mev 't 1 Dec 3. 1111 147.40

.......... 'S ...;:... . '.' ..•. , ~ ... ' .'. ". ','~ " '.. " :....;,...,..... ,~~t," ~7·l~t.~":.1 ~~.·':1907 ':".. :..: .. >'. ~::.':::;: .-.:...:.\.~
)~~~F~ti.~(!!m:~m:~j}~~~:<\Whn:n?::n::·:':::::·'::::{:)\:miu:::?:t::nm:::m?::jlm}1:::tjj:t~~~({~~[:~~}~[~ttii}jfJi:i\i:~[fMi~iIIM\::~'~~~~!l

Taxes & Surcharges

2, art;
3.~ F••

Amount

.' " .
w 0' •••

. " .
", "
~. 0"

: ..
."

..:'
. . .' ,

. .
~.: .....

" ,"

Th. '1' ar.a code la running out of numbersl
The telecommunications industry is conaidertng

. . various solutions. " •
,',' .. .'

. '~"'..-..... ~ . ··:.'.'i....·.rt.~:on."~;"....rrie~s'to pro\,iil8:'~Ou; ~~••\~...:~>: ..
" "w",~· :. '" "' .. '"w :.~. • • .' • .•••

" ,,' , 'DATE:':' :.'. November 12,,'1997;
TIME: • 1 pm to 3. pm
LOCATION: Chula Vista Council Chambers

276 4th Avenue
. Chula Vista, CA .

"", • : .. ':' <. w;", , .. " 0 .. ' "w ~ " w ':-.... .. , ....

: :P~:" " ..·<..No;v,mbe.r·12.. ·19~7 '.
. TJM&:" . , . '7 pm'to 9' Pf!"I " ....

" . LotA'TION: .. ' La Mesa Courioil Chambers
8130 Allison Avenue
La Mesa, CA

',: ',": ..

Of; 'w

. ... ..... ..

' ..
"~ " w""'" .: :~. •

DATE:
nUE:
LOCAnON:

DATE:
TIME:
LOCAnON:

November 13, 1997
1 pm to 3 pm
San Diego City Hall
Committe. Room
202 C Street. 12th Floor
San Diego, CA

November 13, 1997
7pmt09pm
Poway Community Auditorium
13094 Bowron Road
Poway, CA

3 8011 8C31 1A 1195141000 109 7SZ40U02 COK
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'"

":'. : .

Qctober 4,' .1997
•• •• # •

• • ..•.. ',; .....=-. '.': ',,: t .. './'. • ••• ~"'. ," . ~.'. '..." '. ~~. ' ...: '.'......
.' ,0"

. ,"..

. .. ". .

. .: . . ' .

"MCI,FIC a"·E·ltL~~
A Pacific 'Telesis Company. . '.,..

. '. ... ,', . eO,.:.'· . ~:: '.. '. :
'. : •..••:", :. : _. . . "::.' •• ' '0' "•• ~. ,,0 '.:' :'" ..... . ...."

: " "... ...."
:'.. ".', .,'

.,
, .

For questions about:

o
o

the Pacific Sell services you subscribe to. call your Order Oepartment
your Pacific Sell monthly service charges. call your Billing Oepartment

\8001 548·6771
\8001 228·6567

, .'

. ..., ... ,
.0' : .. , •••••:~ 0 •••.. ~ '.

. . ....

.... :.' t. .. ....

~ . .

. .
.' :.. ~'.: ", .' :":..~.~ ;'.: '.- :~...;.',::".~:'....:~'.:.. ..... ',; ~ .... ' . '. ';':'.' . '" -.

. ."

,0, • • "~

. . '.' ..' ...:.... ':" ~. ~.#:: .:~". ....
. .. ':. .. .

• 0' ;." ':. ' ••• 0 0' • ',.. • ._
:~.... . '.

0° : ... ' ,.. : .... ",. . ~~ .. '. ....... .:'.' ..

, ~.

• :: _.: °0 ' " ". o' •••• • • •

.~ .
.... -0 .. :.·"·

'. ( . .

~••• : .....; ••: :- .... oo. ' •• 7"'" ...
.' . .. 0-0: '.: •-...

·oo : .OOoo oo' .0· .'.

• 0 ....

.. . '.

. .
I, •

.. •• • .. oo..... ~

~.' . .,; -. -: ......
.. : •• oo•••' ':. • • • .oo'

• • ·:.... oo •• '. ••

• 'OOoo "" .. ,

8257.5.97.18831 1 AS 0.261 VN.8L

lImiIIlllllllltllllllmlliIIIIII111111111111111111111111., I
PRONET MEDICAL COMM
ATTN JANE M WISE
6340 LBJ FREEVVAY
DALLAS TX 75240 - 6402

THIS IS NOT A BIll. NO PAYMENT REQUIRED.

7H 4 5115 KR71 2A 6115141000 101 1524OC035
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'141,711,

43

~-~ ,m,7d ~~.17ll~:1-=
rpl 144,14 $10,1311 ~ -=I:
'T)pell $241 .- ..... •• 1&01 iRt..... U 1173 SBII

rWPa1111 144,3&9
- --- -_. 18
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:Tpll "17, '111.... $ltUGl $lt4_1
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GTE ~i S18,~ $'1,.1"1' $10,* JlI,l" S5.llIl

Type II ~.4. 'll1,5U ~ $I) $U,:l71

TabII 1)pII rill S35.123 $35,128 ....... 111,101 $IS,.!

''lIoImI~'''''''g 41% 4a% ... 18 72.,

P.~BaI Typer $"29,9'5 ,-
Typell $l3,0N

rCllel Type 1111 $73,074

lMMlNlng '1%,

Saaltl....... w S- $0 ~ ~
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WIN ~ 10 10 2......
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'lIo ___,
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